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URGENT URGENT URGENT 


&MAY I PLEASE HAVE AS QUICKLY AS POSSIBLE YOUR POSITION AND__ 
COMMENTS TO THE FOLLOWING DISCUSSION PAPER CONCERNING THE U?K? 

t 

QUOTE 


PRIVATE AND STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL 


DISCUSSION PAPER 2- DRAFT 


f 

If 
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T?A?C?/INDUSTRY BASIC POSITION ON ISSUES 


1$ INTRODUCTION 


T AC HAS AGREED TO UPDATE ITS POSITION ON A NUMBER OF IMPORTANT 
ISSUES FACING THE INDUSTRY IN THE LIGHT OF TAKING A MORE POSITIVE 
PUBLIC AFFAIRS STANCE GENERALLY, AND PARTICULARLY TO MEET THE REQUIRE 
*MENTS OF DEVaOPING AN INDUSTRY CAMPAIGN WHERE SPECIFIC VIEWPOINTS 

MAY NEED TO BE DEVaOPED, QUESTIONED AND EXPRESSED? 

Vi 

IN ORDER TO DEVaOP SUCH VIEWPOINTS AND TO EXAMINE ESTABLISHED 
ONES, A LIST OF ISSUES TO BE ADRESSED,’ AND "ONE-LINE" POSITIONS 
HAS BEEN DRAFTED? THE EVENTUAL INTENTION IS TO USE SUCH POSITION 
STATEMENTS FOR FURTHER DEVaOPMENT AND TESTING, PARTICULARLY IN 
DISCUSSION WITH A COMMUNICATIONS CONSULTANT/ADVERTISING AGENCY, 1 • 

FOR EVENTUAL USE IN T?A?C? AND INDUSTRY PUBLIC AFFAIRS PROGRAMMES? 

'v- 
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■f FOR THE PURPOSE OF THIS PAPER AN •• ISSUE*' IS DEFINED AS AN 
^ ACTIVITY JUDGED AS CRITICAL TO THE COMMERCIAL VIABILITY OF THE 
^ INDUSTRY AND WHICH MAY BE THE SUBJECT, OR CAUSE, OF LEGISLATION/ 
SQ.F-REGUL AT I ON/ PROSCRIPTION,- OR DAMAGING CRITICISM? FOR 
’■ CONVENIENCE, THE TERMS •• ASSERTION'* AND "RESPONSE” HAVE BEEN 
USED TO INDICATE THE TWO SIDES OF THE ARGUMENT? 
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WITHIN THE MAJOR ISSUE HEADINGS/ THERE ARE VARIOUS SUB-HEADINGS 
WHICH NEED TO BE ADDRESSED ALSO? WE CAN EXPECT THAT THEIR 
IMPORTANCE, IN 10TH ABSOLUTE AND RELATIVE TERMS, WILL VARY FROM 
TIME TO TIME, AS WILL THE T?Ai?C? VIEWPOINTS AND OTHER REACTIONS TO 
THEM? NEVERTHELESS/ THEY WILL FORM A BASIS FROM WHICH TO ASSESS 
IF ANY MOVE IS NECESSARY OR FEASIBLE? 

THE SUGGESTIONS BELOW ARE INTENDED AS SIMPLE STATEMENTS FROM WHICH 
DEVaOPED POSITIONS AND CAMPAIGN STATEMENTS COULD FOLLOW? THE 
M ONE-LINE** STATEMENTS IN THEMSaVES WILL BE OF IMPORTANCE IN 
HaPING THE INDUSTRY CONCENTRATE ON OFTEN COMPLEX ARGUMENTS AND ON 
ADAPTING THEM TO CONSUMER-ORIENTATED, RATHER THAN INDUSTRY-ORIENTA¬ 
TED, 1 VEWPOINTS? AT A LATER STAGE/ IT MAY BE NECESSARY TO CATEGO¬ 
RISE ISSUES/RESPONSES INTO A PRO-INDUSTRY CASE WHERE ARGUMENTS ~ 
WOULD BE ASSERTED, AND INTO THOSE WHERE WE NEED TO RESPOND TO 
CRITICISM? HOWEVER, IN THE MEANTIME, HARKED WITH AN ASTERISK (X) ARE 
THOSE RESPONSES WHICH ARE MOST POSITIVE IN NATURE AND WHICH THE 
INDUSTRY WOULD WISH TO USE? 

2? ISSUES TO BE ADDRESSED AND T?A?C? INDUSTRY RESPONSES 

DRAFTED iaOW ARE SOME ISSUES (ASSERTIONS), AND SUGGESTED 
T?A$C/INDUSTRY POSITIONS (RESPONSES) LISTED UNDER BROAD HEADINGS: 

2?1 SMOKING AND HEALTH 



2?1$1 ASSERTION 


& SMOKING CAUSES DEATH AND DISEASES: 

.»■ 

% RESPONSE 

w ___ - 

■ ? THIS IS A MEDICAL JUDGEMENT? SINCE WE ARE NOT MEDICAL EXPERTS WE 
/-: ARE NOT QUALIFIED/ NOR DO WE REGARD IT AS PART OF OUR FUNCTION, TO 
^ MAKE MEDICAL JUDGEMENTS? 


X NOTE: 

ALL THE ASSERTIONS IN THIS SECTION ON SMOKING AND HEALTH, AND MANY 
; OF THE ASSERTIONS IN OTHER SECTIONS BASED ON THE ACCEPTANCE OF THE 
^GENERAL PREMISE THAT M SMOKING IS INJURIOUS TO HEALTH”? IN ALL 
SSUCH S CASES 1THE.RES P ONSE SHOULD INCLUDE THE BASIC RESPONSE TO 2?1?1? 
W •*•'***INTERVIEwT > OR a j?f^ l Su^Bnn>MiAaC!3Pl i R^ION IT WOULD NOT BE NECESSARY 
TO KEEP REPEATING THIS BASIC RESPONSE'PROVIDING IT IS PROPERLY - 
INCLUDED INITIALLY AND MADF TO APPi Y iiiTnMiTi/*ii i v r n ■ mh»»-miiw 
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2?1?2 ASSERTION ^ 

THE TOBACCO INDUSTRY BEHAVES IRRESPONSIBLY AND WITHOUT REGARD fl 
TO HUMAN HEALTH# 

V *’;>*' 

v 

RESPONSE 

_ , 0 *.; 

THE INDUSTRY IS CONSCIOUS OF THE CONCERN WHICH HAS BEEN EXPRESSED 
BY THE MEDICAL AUTHORITIES ABOUT THE POSSIBLE EFFECTS OF SMOKING 
AND DOES TAKE ACCOUNT OF THEIR OPINIONS IN FORMULATING ITS 
POLICIES? 


IT TAKES PARTICULAR NOTE OF THE VIEWS OF THE l?S?C* 

AND HAS MODIFIED ITS PRODUCTS IN LINE WITH l?S?C»S ADVICE AND ; . 
WITH CONSUMER ACCEPTABILITY? THE l?S?C? IS AN INDEPENDENT 
COMMITTEE APPOINTED BY THE HEALTH MINISTER TO ADVISE THEM AND/ , 
WHERE APPROPRIATE/ THE TOBACCO COMPANIES, ON THE SCIENTIFIC 
ASPECTS OF SMOKING AND HEALTH# 

RESPONSE 

WE HAVE AGREED TO PRINT THE GOVERNMENT'S HEALTH WARNINGS ON OUR 
PACKS AND IN OUR ADVERTISEMENTS# RESEARCH INDICATES THAT 99 O/Of 
OF SMOKERS ARE AWARE OF THESE WARNINGS# 

X RESPONSE 

THE INDUSTRY HAS A TAR-REDUCTION PROGRAMME AGREED WITH GOVERNMENT/ 
WHEREBY THE WEIGHTED TAR AVERAGE WILL BE PROGRESSIVELY LOWERED# 

IN THE LAST 15 YEARS/ AVERAGE TAR YIELDS HAVE BEEN REDUCED FROM, 
ABOUT 32 MG# TO ABOUT 17 MG? 

* ?/■ 

2?1#3 ASSERTION 

BECAUSE SMOKING CAUSES DEATH AND DISEASE, THERE IS A NET COST 
TO SOCIETY? SMOKING IS A BURDEN ON THE NATIONAL HEALTH SERVICE? 

RESPONSE 



EVEN IF THE MEDICAL FINDINGS WERE SHOWN TO BE CORRECT, THIS 
ARGUMENT IS BASED ON ILL-FOUNDED AND FALLACIOUS ECONOMIC CONCEPTS? 


RESPONSE 

THE METHODS OF CALCULATING SUCH COSTS HAVE NOT BEEN SUBJECT TO 
OBJECTIVE SCRUTINY? 

2?1$4 ASSERTION 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/ppbb0003 


2025016837 




SMOKING IS A CAUSE OF DEATH AND DISEASE OFTEN WRONGLY ATTRIBUTED 
.TO OTHER INDUSTRIAL HEALTH PROBLEMS/ E?6? ASBETOS? 

RESPONSE 

BOTH SMOKERS AND NON-SMOKERS SUFFER DEATH AND DISEASE ATTRIBUTED 
BY THE MEDICAL PROFESSION TO INDUSTRIAL HEALTH HAZARDS? 

2?1?5 ASSERTION-. 

v*.' 

SMOKING IS PARTICULARLY BAD FOR PREGNANT WOMEN AND ADVERSELY 
AFFECTS INFANT MORTALITY AND HEALTH? 

Vi' 

RESPONSE 

IT IS FOR THE MEDICAL PRACTITIONER RESPONSIBLE FOR PRE-NATAL 
CARE TO ADVISE A PREGNANT WOMAN HOW TO BEHAVE DURING HER PREGNANCY? 

IT IS TRUE THAT THE ROYAL COLLEGE OF PHYISICANS USUALLY ADVISE • *- 

A WOMAN NOT TO SMOKE DURING PREGNANCY BECAUSE OF POSSIBLE HARM THAT 
THE BABY MIGHT SUFFER? 

2$1?6 ASSERTION 

SMOKING HAS ADVERSE EFFECTS ON WOEMN TAKING THE 'PILL'? 

RESPONSE 

IT IS FOR THE MEDICAL PRACTITIONER TO TAKE ACCOUNT OF ALL 
INDIVIDUAL'S SUSCEPTIBILITIES IN PRESCRIBING 'THE PILL'? 

... v * ■ - • V '■»*•... 

RESPONSE 

MEDICAL STUDIES HAVE SHOWN SEVERAL ADVERSE SIDE EFFECTS INHERENT)IN 
THE 'PILL' ITSELF/ WHICH MAY HAVE NO RELATIONSHIP TO SMOKING BEH- 
VIOUR? 

R$l?7 ASSERTION 

SMOKING PIPE TOBACCO AND CIGARS ALSO CAUSES DEATH AND DISEASE " 

RESPONSE 
SEE RESPONSE TO 
2?2 PASSIVE/PUBLIC SMOKING 
2?2?1 ASSERTION 
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RESPONSE 


SEE 271717 
272.2 .ASSERTION 
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THERE SHOULD BE RESTRICTIONS ON SMOKING IN THE WORK-PLACE 


RESPONSE 

INDIVIDUALS SHOULD BE FREE TO MAKE UP THEIR OWN MINDS ON SUCH A 
COMPLEX ISSUE - WE ENCOURAGE SMOKERS TO SHOW COURTESY AND WE 
WOULD ASK NON-SMOKERS TO SHOW TOLERANCE? 

RESPONSE 

THOSE M40 PROPOSE SUCH MEASURES SHOULD BEAR IN MIND THE COST 
AND EVEN THE DIVISIVE EFFECT OF SEGREGATION WHICH MUST BETAKEN 
INTO ACCOUNT? 

27 2?3 ASSERTION 

THERE SHOULD BE RESTRICTIONS ON SMOKING IN PUBLIC PLACES AT 
NATIONAL AND LOCAL LEVEL? 

RESPONSES 


SEE 2?2?1 AND 2*2*2 


RESPONSE 

WE ARE OPPOSED TO ANY IMPOSED THREAT TO CIVIL LIBERTIES 
AND THE FREEDOM OF THE INDIVIDUAL 


RESPONSE 


SINCE OVER 46 O/O OF ADULTS ARE SMOKERS, AND A LARGE PROPORTION 
OF NON-SMOKERS ARE NOT ANTI- SMOKERS, ATTEMPTS BY 
ANTI-SMOKING ORGANISATIONS TO RESTRICT SMOKING IN PUBLIC PLACES 
ARE WHOLLY UNREASONABLE AND DISCRIMINATORY, AND ARE VOICED ON 
BEHALF OF A MINORITY OF NON-SMOKERS ONLY? 

2?2?4 ASSERTION 


I- AUM I A C* 


Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/ppbb0003 





RESPONSE 


IN A VERY SMOKEY ATMOSPHERE, WITH POOR VENTILATION, SOME PEOPLE MAY 
SUFFER DISCOMFORT^ WE BELIEVE IT TO BE A MATTER OF COMMON 
COURTESY TO REFRAIN FROM SMOKING IF SOMEONE SUFFERING FROM SUCH 
ILLNESS REASONABLY ASKS YOU TO DO SO';- 

2?3 ADVERTISING 

2$3?1 ASSERTION 

ADVERTISING SHOULD BE BANNED AS IT ENCOURAGES CONSUMPTION? 

X RESPONSE 

THERE IS NO EVIDENCE TO SUPPOSE THAT THE TOTAL LEVa OF 
ADVERTISING HAS ANY SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON CONSUMPTION IN UK 
MARKET (£ G METRA STUDY IN U^) - 

X RESPONSE 

ADVERTISING IS NECESSARY IN A FREE-MARKET ECONOMY TO ENABLE 
COMPANIES TO COMPETE EFFECT I VaY? 

X RESPONSE 

THE INDUSTRY ADOPTS A WHOLLY RESPONSIBLE ATTITUDE 
TO ITS ADVERTISING? 

X RESPONSE 

ADVERTISING IN THE UK IS NECESSARY TO PROTECT UK BRANDS AGAINST 
WIDaY ADVERTISED FOREIGN MANUFACTURED INTERNATIONAL BRANDS AND HENCE 
TO PROTECT THE UK DOMESTIC INDUSTRY AGAINST DAMAGE BY FOREIGN 
COMPETITION? 

X RESPONSE 

ADVERTISING IS NECESSARY TO ENABLE SMOKERS TO BE INFORMED ABOUT 
BRANDS, AND TO EN ABLE TECHNOLOGICAL INNOVATIONS (FILTERS, LOW-TAR) 

TO BE PUBLICISED? WHERE ADVERTISING IS NOT AVAILABLE, THE PENETRA¬ 
TION OF FILTER BRANDS AND LOWER TAR BRANDS IS SIGNIFICANTLY 
LOWER? 
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THE INDUSTRY'S EXPENDITURE ON LOWER-TAR CIGARETTES IS DlSPROPORTIONA- 
TaY HIGH TO SALES VOLUME AND HAS BEEN FOR SEVERAL YEARS AS A 
VOLUNTARY MEASURE* 1 

»■ 

X RESPONSE ■' | 

IN A MATURE MARKET ADVERTISING IS A TOOL OF COMPETITION, AND IS 
THUS CONCERNED WITH BRAND SWITCHING AMONGST EXISTING SMOKERS* 

X RESPONSE 

THE INDUSTRY HAS AN IMPORTANT EXPORT TRADE (OVER POUNDS 250 MNS; 

P?A?) BASED ON A SOUNDLY BASED DOMESTIC TRADE, AND HENCE CONTRIBUTES 
SIGNIFICANTLY TO UK BALANCE OF PAYMENTSi' LACK OF ADVERTISING COULD 
CAUSE OUR DOMESTIC BASE TO BE LESS COMPETITIVE; 1 THE EXPORT TRADE l| 
DEPENDANT ON THE HIGH REPUTATION OF THE UK BRAND NAMES AND THEIR 
PACK DESIGNS.* 

2*3*2 ASSERTION 

ADVERTISING CAUSES CHILDREN TO START SMOKING 
RESPONSE 

THERE IS NO KNOWN EVIDENCE TO SUGGEST THAT ADVERTISING HAS ANY 
SIGNIFICANT ROLE TO PLAY IN CAUSING CHILDREN TO START SMOKING* 
CHILDREN PICK UP HABITS AND SOCIC BEHAVIOUS PATTERNS FROM 
PARENTS AND PEER GROUPS* 

RESPONSE 

THE INDUSTRY IS MAKING STRENUOUS EFFORTS TO ENSURE THAT TOBACCO 
DISTRIBUTORS ARE AWARE OF LEGAL REQUIREMENTS NOT TO SaL TOBACCO 
PRODUCTS TO PERSONS UNDER 16* 

RESPONSE 

THE ASA/CAP AGREEMENT PROHIBITS US FROM USING ADVERTISING 
APPEALING TO CHILDREN* 

2*3*3 ASSERTION 

ADVERTISING CAUSES PEOPLE TO CONTINUE SMOKING 
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RESPONSE 


WE KNOW OF NO EVIDENCE TO SUGGEST THAT riftAND ADVERT USING 

CAUSES PEOPLE TO CONTINUE SMOKING 
f 

11 

RESPONSE * 

THE ASA/CAF AGREEMENT PROHIBITS US FROM USING ADVERTISING 
TO PERSUADE PEOPLE TO CONTINUE SMOKING? 

2?3?4 ASSERTION 

ADVERTISING BENS/RESTRICTIONS WOULD LOAD TO REDUCTIONS IN 
CONSUMPTION 

RESPONSE 

THERE IS NO GROUND FOR SUCH A GENERALISED CONCLUSION 
RESPONSE 

IN SOME COUNTRIES, WHERE ADVERTISING HAS NEVER BEEN USED, SALES ARE 
INCREASING 

RESPONSE 

PENETRATION OF FILTER AND LOW-TAR BRANDS HAS BEEN HINDERED BY 
ADVERTISING BANS? 

2?3?3 ASSERTION 

THE ADVERTISING OF CIGARS AND PIPE TOBACCOS SHOULD BE BANNED 
ALSO? 

RESPONSE 

SEE 2?3?1 

RESPONSE 

THE IBA STRICTLY CONTROLS TV ADVERTISING FOR CIGARS AND PIPE 
TOBACCOS? 
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WE DO NOT USE CIGARETTE BRAND NAMES FOR TV ADVERTISING 
OF CIGARS/TOBACCOS 

2% CONSUMER PROTECTION (AND CHILDREN) 

2&tl ASSERTION '' * 


"SOCIETY" HAS A RESPONSIBILITY TO PROMOTE BETTER HEALTH CARE 

FOR ITS CITIZENS, AND IF SMOKING COULD BE RESTRICTED, SOCIETY WOULD 

BENEFIT? 


RESPONSE 


INDIVIDUALS MUST BE FREE TO MAKE UP THEIR OWN MINDS ON MATTERS 
AFFECTING THEMSELVES 


RESPONSE 




IN A EUROPEAN CONTEXT, FOR EXAMPLE, IT IS DEBATEABLE WHETHER THE 
EEC IS CONSITUT IONALLY COMPETENT TO PROMOTE A COMMUNITY HEALTH 
PROGRAMME 


RESPONSE 


"SOCIETY", AS SUCH, HAS NO MANDATE TO PREVENT INDIVIDUALS MAKING 
THEIR CHOICE ON MATTERS WHICH AFFECT THEM ONLY? 

2?4?2 ASSERTION 

THE INDUSTRY IS 6UILTY OF DOUBLE STANDARDS BY EXPORTING HIGH-TAR 
BRANDS, WITHOUT HEALTH WARNINGS, TO 3RD WORLD MARKETS? 

RESPONSE 

THE INDUSTRY MEETS THE CONSUMER REQUIREMENTS OF INDIVIDUAL COUNTRIES? 
SOME PREFER BRANDS WITH HIGHER THAN THE RELATIVELY LOW UK LEVELS OF 
TAR AND NICOTINE? 

RESPONSE 

SO FAR AS HEALTH WARNINGS ARE CONCERNED, THE AGREEMENT FOR THE UK 
INDUSTRY TO CARRY HEALTH WARNINGS IS WITH THE UK GOVERNMENT, AND 
WHAT IS REQUIRED IN OTHER COUNTRIES IS A MATTER FOR THE GOVERNMENT 
OF THOSE COUNTRIES? WHERE THE GOVERNMENT OF A 3RD WORLD COUNTRY 
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RESPONSE 


CONSUMER TASTES IN MANY COUNTRIES ARE LESS ADVANCED IN TERMS OF LOWER 
TAR L,EVELS THAN IN THE UK? THE INDUSTRY, IN ITS PROGRAMME AND 
INTENTION OF MARKETING LOWER TAR BRANDS, IS CAREFUL NOT TO CAUSE 
A COUNTER-PRODUCTIVE REACTION BY IMPOSING TOO LOW A tAr LEVEL TOO 
QUICKLY AND WHICH MIGHT LEAD TO SMOKERS REACTING TO THE CHANGE BY 
INCREASING THEIR CONSUMPTION? 

2?4?3 ASSERTION 


THE INDUSTRY IS GUILTY OF SETTING DOUBLE STANDARDS IN ITS MARKETING 
PRACTICES IN 3RD WORL COUNTRIES WHEN COMPARED TO THE ASA/CAP 
AGREEMENT AND TO OTHER VOLUNTARY AGREEMENTS WITH GOVERNMENT IN THE 
UK? 


RESPONSE 




SO FAR AS THESE MATTERS ARE CONCERNED, THE AGREEMENTS ARE WITH THE 
UK GOVERNMENT, AND WHAT IS REQUIRED IN OTHER COUNTRIES IS A MATTER 
FOR THE GOVERNMENTS OF THOSE COUNTRIES? THE INDUSTRY COMPLIES WITH 
ANY REQUIREMENTS LAID DOWN BY OR AGREED WITH OTHER GOVERNMENTS? 

2?4?4 ASSERTION 

THERE IS A NEED TO HARMONISE THE MEASUREMENT OF TAR/NICOTINE LEVELS 
WITH OTHER COUNTRIES 


RESPONSE 

THIS IS UNDER EXAMINATION BY l?S?0? AND THE INDUSTRY IS CO-OPERATING 
FULLY WITH THEM? HARMONISATION OF MEASUREMENTS IS NOT IMPORTANT? 

IT IS ESSENTIAL NOT TO CONFUSE SMOKERS WHO HAVE BECOME ACCUSTOMED 
TO THE METHOD OF MEASUREMENT AND REPORTING ADOPTED IN THEIR OWN 
COUNTRY? 

RESPONSE 

SCIENTISTS HAVE SHOWN THER E IS NO ONE FULLY SATIFACTORY 
MEASUREMENT TECNNIQUE, AND THE INDUSTRY IS HELPING TO DEVELOP 
ALTERNATIVES? 


O 
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2?b?5? ASSERTION 


THE INDUSTRY, IN ITS TOBACCO-GROWING ACTIVITIES, IS EXPLu. 

3RD WORLD ECONOMIES AND IS UTILISING RESOURCES WHICH COULD BE USED 

FOR FOOD PRODUCTION? 

2 

\ * . 

X+RESPONSE » 


THE INDUSTRY PROVIDES EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITIES IN MANY COUNTRIES, 
AND SO HELPS 3RD WORLD ECONOMIES? 


X RESPONSE 


THE INDUSTRY PROVIDES RESOURCES TO OPEN UP OTHERWISE UNDEVELOPED 
AREAS,' AND IS THE MAJOR, IF NOT THE ONLY, CASH CROP CAPABLE OF 
EARNING THE MONEY NECESSARY TO FINANCE DEVELOPMENT? 

X RESPONSE 


THE RECENT STUDY BY AN INDEPENDENT RESEARCH ORGANISATION (EIU) 
SHOWED THAT THIS PICTURE IS FALLACIOUS AND INACCURATE? 

2^76? ASSERTION 


THE LAW ON THE SALE OF CIGARETTES TO CHILDREN SHOULD BE STRICTLY 
ENFORCED? 

RESPONSE 


STRICTLY SPEAKING THIS IS A NATTER FOR GOVERNMENT AND THE RETAIL 
TRADE, BUT THE INDUSTRY IS VOLUNTARILY TAKING STEPS TO PROVIDE 
RETAILERS WITH MATERIAL DEMONSTRATING THE LAW APPLICABLE TO 
CHILDREN (SEE 2?3?2?) 

2J4?7? ASSERTION 


PARENTS AND ADULTS SHOULD SET A GOOD EXAMPLE BY NOT SMOKING IN 
FRONT OF CHILDREN? 

RESPONSE 


WE WOULD NOT PRESUME TO ADVISE PARENTS AND OTHER ADULTS HOW THEY 
SHOULD BEHAVE IN FRONT OF CHILDREN? 
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RESPONSE 


THIS MUST BE A MATTER FOR THE INDIVIDUAL AND FOR EACH FAMILY? 

l 

/ ", y 

2?5 SPONSORSHIP * 


2?5?1 ASSERTION 


SPONSORSHIP IS THE INDUSTRY'S WAY OF GETTING ROUND ADVERTISING 
RESTRICTIONS? 

RESPONSE 

SPONSORSHIP IS A MARKETING TOOL USED BY MANY OTHER INDUSTRIES, 
AND SHOULD NOT IN PRINCIPLE BE DENIED TO THE TOBACCO INDUSTRY? 

RESPONSE 


THERE IS A VOLUNTARY AGREEMENT WITH GOVERNMENT WHICH STRICTLY 
CONTROLS THE INDUSTRY'S SPONSORSHIP ACTIVITIES AND EXPENDITURE? 

RESPONSE 


SPONSORSHIP FROMS ONLY A RELATIVELY SMALL PART OF THE TOTAL 
ADVERTISING BUDGET? 

X RESPONSE 


RESEARCH SHOWS THAT SPONSORSHIP ACTIVITIES BENEFIT THE COMMUNITY? 
X RESPONSE 


THE INDUSTRY CONTRIBUTES TO THE QUALITY OF PUBLIC LIFE IN ITS 
SPONSORSHIP, AND SPORT WOULD SUFFER BADLY IF SPONSORSHIPS WERE 
DISCONTINUED? INDEED, THE INDUSTRY HAS HELPED TO CREATE SPORTING 
EVENTS WHICH WOULD NOT OTHERWISE EXIST? 

X RESPONSE 


THE INDUSTRY'S INVOLVEMENT IS WELCOMED BY MANY ORGANISATIONS CON¬ 
CERNED WITH SPORT? 

2?*5?2- ASSERTION 
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SPONSORSHIP SETS CIGARETTES ON TO TELEVISION? 

RESPONSE 

l 

THE AGREEMENT WITH GOVERNMENT ENSURES NO OVER-EXPOSUR^ OF 
CIGARETTE BRANDS, AND CIGARETTE BRAND NAMES, AS SUCH ARE NOT 
USED IN TELEVISED SPONSORED EVENTS? 

RESPONSE 

HOUSE AND COMPANY NAMES ONLY ARE USED, IN A VERY RESTRICTED MANNER, 
WHEN AN EVENT IS BEING TELEVISED? 

RESPONSE 

BOTH THE BBC AND ITCA HAVE STRICT CODES COVERING TELEVISION 
COVERAGE OF SPONSORED EVENTS? -~ 

2?5?3 $ ASSERTION 

SPONSORSHIP OF SPORT IS ADVERTISING TO CHILDREN.' 

RESPONSES 

SEE 2?3?2? AND 2?5?i; < 


2?6 TAXATION 


2?6?1? ASSERTION 


THAT A TAX SURCHARGE ON HIGHER TAR BRANDS WILL REDUCE CONSUMPTION 
AND WOULD ENCOURAGE A FASTER MOVE TO LOWER-TAR BRANDS? 

NOTE : AS UK HAS RECENTLY WITHDRAWN SUCH A TAX THIS NO LONGER SEEMS 
VALID EITHER IN THE UK OR THE E?E?C,% AND THE COMMISSION 
HAS RECENTLY CONCLUDED THAT IT WOULD NOT BE AN APPROPRIATE 
COMMUNITY MEASURE? 

276:27 ASSERTION 


THAT THERE IS A NEED TO HARMONISE THE TAX STRUCTURE OF E?E?C? 
MEMBER STATES? 
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X RESPONSE 


THIS COULD ADVERSELY AFFECT THE UK INDUSTRY, IF TOO DIFFERENT 
FROM THE PRESENT UK STRUCTURE WITH CONSEQUENT EFFECTS ON EMPLOYEES, 
CONSUMERS AND GOVERNMENT REVENUE? 

■ ' l 

RESPONSE 


IT IS QUESTIONABLE WHETHER THE E?E?C? IS CONSTITUTIONALLY COMPETENT 
TO PROPOSE SUCH HARMONISATION? 

X RESPONSE 


THE INCIDENCE OF TAX ON UK BRANDS OF 74 O/O IS SUBSTANTIALLY HIGHER 
THAN MOST OTHER E;'E?C? COUNTRIES? 

RESPONSE 


THE CONSUMER WOULD SUFFER THROUGH POORER-QUALITY PRODUCTS? 
X RESPONSE 


IF THERE WERE ADVERSE EFFECTS FOR THE UK INDUSTRY, THEN THERE 
WOULD NOT BE SUFFICIENT REVENUE FOR SATISFACTORY LEVELS OF HEALTH- 
RELATED RESEARCH TO MEET GOVERNMENT REQUIREMENTS? 

ASSERTION 


THAT HIGHER TAX LEVELS SHOULD BE IMPOSED ON CIGARETTES TO REDUCE 
CONSUMPTION? 

X RESPONSE 


THE PRIME PURPOSE OF TAXATION SHOULD BE TO RAISE REVENUE? 

X RESPONSE 

SMOKERS ARE ALREADY BEARING AN UNDULY HEAVY BURDEN OF TAXATION, 
AND THIS WOULD BE BLATANT DISCRIMINATION AGAINST 20 MN, PEOPLE? 
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X RESPONSE 


TAXATION IS REGRESSIVE IN ITS EFFECT AS IT BEARS HEAVILY ON THE 
LESS WELL OFF? 

1 

X RESPONSE ■' | 


SMOKERS ALREADY MAKE A VERY SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION TO THE 
ECONOMY (POUNDS 3,220 MN? IN EXCISE DUTIES AND POUNDS 700 MN. IN 
VAT IS THE CHANCELLOR'S ESTIMATE FOR 1982)? 

2?6t* ASSERTION 


PIPE TOBACCO AND CIGARS SHOULD BE TAXED AS HEAVILY AS CIGARETTES? 


X RESPONSE 


*• 


TAXATION OF PIPE TOBACCO ALREADY IS ABOUT THE SAME 0/0 OF RETAIL 
PRICE AS CIGARETTES (OVER 70 0/0)? CIGARS ARE MUCH MORE EXPENSIVE 
TO MANUFACTURE BUT ON A WEIGHT BASIS TAXATION IS COMPARABLE? 


X RESPONSE 

PIPE TOBACCO IS USED PARTICULARLY BY LOWER INCOME PENSIONERS? 


2?7 CREDIBILITY 

■■■••WWWM Ml Mi i« I i I • i ■« 

2j7?l? ASSERTION 

THE INDUSTRY'S ACTIVITIES SHOULD BE MORE STRICTLY CONTROLLED, 

AS IT SAYS ONE THING AND DOES ANOTHER.- 

RESPONSE 

THE STRICT CONTROLS ON THE INDUSTRY ARE CLOSELY MONITORED BY 
GOVERNMENT? 

RESPONSE 

THE INDUSTRY RESPONDS TO THE CONSUMERS* TASTES AND REQUIREMENTS 
WITHIN THE CONTROLS AGREED WITH GOVERNMENT? 
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277 Z 27 ASSERTION 


THE INDUSTRY DOESN'T SPEAK THE TRUTH AND HIDES BEHIND EMEFFECTIVE 
AGREEMENTS? 

I 

RESPONSE I 

THE AGREEMENTS VERY STRICTLY LIMIT THE INDUSTRY'S ACTIVITIES? 
2?7?3^ ASSERTION 


MONEY SPENT ON RESEARCH IS TO THE INDUSTRY'S BENEFIT AND NOT THE 
CONSUMER? 


RESPONSE 


THE INDUSTRY HAS SPENT VERY SUBSTANTIAL SUMS OF RESEARCH INTO 
SMOKING AND HEALTH, AND HAS RECENTLY AGREED TO PROVIDE P<50NDS 1 
MN? TO FINANCE THE MONITORING OF PRODUCT MODIFICATION PROGRAMMES? 

2?7?4? ASSERTION 


THE INDUSTRY SHOULD BE FURTHER CONTROLLED AS IT CONTINUES TO MARKET 
PRODUCTS CAUSING DEATH AND DISEASE? 

RESPONSE 

SEE RESPONSES UNDER 2?1?1? 


X RESPONSE 


IT HAS BEEN THE LONG-STANDING PRACTICE OF MANUFACTURERS TO REDUCE 
TAR DELIVERY OF CIGARETTES (AVERAGE REDUCED FROM OVER 30 MG TO 16 
MG? IN '?"???? YEARS),’ AND THE INDUSTRY HAS RECENTLY AGREED TO 
REDUCE AVERAGE TAR CONTENT OF CIGARETTES TO 15 MG BY END 1983? 

X RESPONSE 


THERE HAS BEEN MUCH RESEARCH DEVOTED TO REDUCING TAR COMPATIBLE 
WITH THE PACE OF CHANGE IN CONSUMER ACCEPTABILITY? 
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RESPONSb 


INDUSTRY HAS AGREED ALREADY THAT NO BRAND TO BE INTRODUCED AT TAR 
CONTENT ABOVE AVERAGE FOR MIDDLE TAR BRANDS? 

i 

/ ‘ 


INDUSTRY HAS AGREED ALREADY THAT BRANDS BELOW 20 MG.’ OF TAR WILL 
NOT BE INCREASED TO 20 MG OR MORE? 

RESPONSE 


THE INDUSTRY HAS ALREADY DEVOTED CONSIDERABLE MONEY AND EFFORT 
TO FINANCING THE DEVELOPMENT OF TOBACCO SUBSTITUTES, IN A CLOSE 
WORKING ASSOCIATION WITH GOVERNMENT? THESE TOBACCO SUBSTITUTES 
WERE ENDORSED BY THE HUNTER COMMITTEE BUT THE MANUFACTURERS' EFFORTS 
WERE FRUSTRATED BY DEN1GRAT0RY ATTACKS BY THE HEALTH EDUCATION 
COUNCIL (FUNDED BY GOVERNMENT)? 

X RESPONSE 


THE INDUSTRY CONTINUES TO DEVOTE VERY SIGNIFICANT RESOURCES INTO 
THE DEVELOPMENT OF PRODUCTS WICH TAKE ACCOUNT OF THE ADVICE OF 
THE ISC AND CONSUMER ACCEPTABILITY? 

X RESPONSE 


THE INDUSTRY HAS RECENTLY AGREED TO PROVIDE POUNDS 1 MN? P?A? TO 
FINANCE THE MONITORING OF PRODUCT MODIFICATION PROGRAMMES? 

218 ECONOMICS 


2?8?1? ASSERTION 

IF THE TOBACCO INDUSTRY WERE TO DECLINE, ANY LOSS OF JOBS AND 
REVENUE CONTRIBUTIONS COULD BE EASILY OFFSET? 

X RESPONSE 

UK CIGARETTE INDUSTRY IS THE LARGEST CIGARETTE EXPORTER IN THE 
E?E.'C? 
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X RESPONSE 


BECAUSE OF ITS EFFICIENCY, HIGH TECHNOLOGICAL INVESTMENT AND 
HIGH QUALITY OF ITS MANUFACTURE, THE UK INDUSTRY SATISFIES OVER 98 
O/O OF ‘UK DEMAND FOR CIGARETTES? 

'• ■ • ' ' l 

X RESPONSE 


AN INCREASE OF 1 0/0 IN IMPORT PENETRATION WOULD ADVERSELY 
AFFECT UK BALANCE OF PAYMENTS BY POUNDS 10 MNS? P?A? 


X RESPONSE 


IN THE PRESENT CLIMATO OF GROWING IMPORT PENETRATION IN MANY 
CONSUMER BUSINESS SECTORS OF UK, THE PERFORMANCE OF THE UK TOBACCO 
INDUSTRY IS EXEMPLARY? 

X RESPONSE 


NEARLY 40,000 PEOPLE ARE EMPLOYED DIRECTLY IN THE UK INDUSTRY, 

AND IT ASSISTS THE EMPLOYMENT OF MANY THOUSANDS OF OTHERS ENGAGED 
IN DISTRIBUTION AND TRANSPORT, PACKAGING AND PRINTING, ENGINEERING, 
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT, ADVERTISING AND THE MEDIA INDUSTRY? 
ADDITIONALLY THERE ARE NEARLY 300,000 OUTLETS FOR TOBACCO GOODS 
IN THE UK WHO ARE PARTLY DEPENDENT ON INCOME FROM THE S*_E OF 
TOBACCO PRODUCTS? 

X RESPONSE 


CONDITIONS OF EMPLOYMENT IN THE INDUSTRY ARE GOOD, AND THE LOCA¬ 
TION OF SOME FACTORIES IN AREAS OF HIGH UNEMPLOYMENT MAKES A 
SUBSTANTIAL CONTRIBUTION TO THOSE AREAS, E?G? N? IRELAND, MERSEY¬ 
SIDE, S? WALES, SCOTLAND, THE NORTH-EAST? 

X RESPONSE 


SMOKERS ALREADY MAKE A VERY SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION TO THE 
ECONOMY (POUNDS 3,220 MN; IN EXCISE DUTIES AND POUNDS 700 MN? 
IN VAT IS THE CHANCELLOR'S ESTIMATE FOR 1982)? 

UNQUOTE 


REGARDS, 
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